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. | Fespect to intelligence fora 
most four years-now. has been-or 
actual and.alleged abuses-of.the: 
past. I sincerely believe the threat: 
to our country of excesses: in:intel- 
ligence. operations. is.-farilés&: 
today tham any time in our histo- 

ry. The real danger is‘that we-will: 
be unable. to. conduct:necessary, 
operations. because of the risk that: 
they would he. disclosed: E 
give you someexaniples: 

First; allied. intelligence-ser 
ices ‘are:losing confidence that.we: 
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tary>It:alse-nétted: 
in’ Switzerland. > "Libera 
armies?”-in:a'score of countri 
are given:salarie 
frort outside’. <,/.;. = : 

Peace,.- nowadays;.::is:"war 
carried out. by other means. If the 
U.S. does not have the-capability 
to conduct: covert:operations;-it 
has no intermediate instrument 
between diplomatic rhetoric and 
open warfare. This: is acceptable 
to those. who believe that-interna- 
tional politics. is conducted..by: 
reasonable and moral. men..In & 
humane-and regsonable world, 
some believe;force is. an:improp- 
er instrument of policy; But this is 


-aserious. mistake. . - ate 
-=Reasonable discourse‘is’ always 
‘affected: by’ superior. force: :To 
those with lesser force; théperson| 
with greater force’ begins‘to sound 
reasonable. When the:-costs. of 
disagreement:gorup, the.weak 
quietlysacquiescex.It becomes 
reasonable to-choose surrender 
rather than useless. bloodshed:::*. 
zGlobal‘warfare'is unpleasantt 
contemplate.’ Better.to jog; toSID.: 
‘wine and nibble cheese, to search 
for one’s.own identity, and to: be-, 
lieve:that.the- world. is. run- by: 
morality: and.reason: Call. those: 
who worry about the superio 
capabilities of the enemy. ‘Cold 
‘War warriors.”*-- "212i Sopa 
: But this is not tne Cold War: The 
Cold War ended yéars‘ago;: when 
the. Soviet. Union. was-relatively 
weak. Now the Soviet Union is a; 
military empire governed:by se- 
cret police; with capabilities for. 
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E your’ press?..” 
‘This is not a transient problem — 
it is a trend that.could undermine 
our human intelligence-capabil- 
ities fora decade or more’. 2°" 

Accordingly, we cam and are 
tightening our internal.security 
procedures ...%..We. are-also:doing 
things externally..We have; a poli- 
cy of greater openness. st i 
“How will: openness-he 
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have put the Cold. War. behind us. 
We lost it. What we face now is tco 
awful to contemplate. Most prefer 


Michael Novak;. Washington Star, 
October.1. . at rrattnees 


‘How Much is Enough?...-- 

it is usually evident in most dis- 
‘cussions on national defense that 
none of the debators.truly appreci- 
ates the value of military force in 
achieving our national security, 
objectives. Rather, most such de- 
bates concentrate-on military 
budgets, the merits of the nuclear; 
-earrier, small ships.against-big 
‘ships, the~ trade-offs against 
equipping NATO forces and so on. 
_ In fact,. there is. no. generally 


sufficiency of military power. We 
don’t know what to-expect or want 
our military forces to accomplish. 
And-we don’t understand how to 
relate military power to other 
components of national power — 
political, psychological, techno-. 
logical and economic power: - 
<S We rattle- numbers in assessing 
the-values of deterrence without 
any idea about what deters whom,,. 
and why. We debate the-value of a 
U.S: military presence in Korea 
and Europewithout an apprecia- 
tion of whether-or-not forward dé~ 
ployed forces really give us7a’ 
strategic advantage. We negotiate 
on_arms. control. v fra f 
weapons systems: by Dean count, 
instead -of assessing: the broade: 
implications. of the systems. on, 
fense.; °.-022r¢ = et GEA TE 
=, Why do-we havé such a poo! 
understanding of the contempo- 
rdvy-value of military foree? <°* 
-.One reason is that.the.contem- 
porary world: (fortunately) lacks’ 
a body of evidence: upon which to 
make judgments about the natur 
of nuclear: war.-The post-1945 
“power of-nuclear weaponry is in-- 
: teredible because ithas never been 
used. — John C..Scharfen,  Balti- 
tore Sun, October.29.. +. <5. 
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